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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last 
Office action, when taken together with the changes made to the language of the claims 
via the amendment filed 10/18/06, is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action 
is withdrawn. 

2. Claims 1-4, 9, 10, 14, 20, and 22-27 were pending at the time of the previous 
(final) Office Action, mailed 9/8/2006. Claim 25 has been cancelled via the latest 
amendment. Therefore claims 1-4, 9, 10, 14, 20, 22-24, 26, and 27 remain pending and 
have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments, filed 10-18-2006, with respect to the rejections of claims 
1-4, 22, and 27, under 35 USC 101, 102(b), 103(a) and 112 2nd Paragraph have been 
fully considered and are persuasive. These rejections of the claims have been 
withdrawn. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. The indicated allowability of claims 9, 10 and 14, found in the previous Office 
Action, is withdrawn in view of the newly discovered reference(s) to Hsu, US 5,584,023, 
and Bouis, US 6,741,608. Rejections based on the newly cited reference(s) follow. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. . 

6. Claims 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As for claim 22, the claim recites the limitation: "a second memory area 
configured to store the data received via the interface and having been encrypted with 
the communication key correspondingly to the encryption key encrypted by the 
encrypting means" It is unclear what the applicant contemplates the term 
tl corresponding! f to mean in this context. Claim 23 is dependent on claim 22 and is 
thereby rejected on the same basis. 

As for claim 24, the claim recites the limitation: "a storage medium configured to 
store the content data received via the interface and encrypted with the communication 
key in correspondence with the encryption key encrypted with the save key." It is 
unclear what the phrase "in correspondence with" is intended to mean in this context. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 9, 10, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hsu, US 5,584,023, and Bouis, US 6,741,608. 

As for claim 9, Hsu teaches an information processing apparatus (Abstract) 
comprising: an input configured to receive content data (fig. 1 element 14: Bus, col. 5 
lines 45-57); a content data storage area configured to store content data supplied from 
the input means (fig. 1 element 22: Disk Drive Space, col. 9 lines 49-53); means for 
compressing, in accordance with a first data format, the content data stored in the 
content data storing means (col. 5, lines 5-10, claim 4); means for encrypting, in 
accordance with the first data format, the data stored in the content data storing means 
(abstract, col. 5, lines 5-10; fig. 4C element 56: Encryption Table, claim 4), and means 
for controlling storage or read, into or from the content data storing means, of the 
content data compressed by the compressing means and encrypted by the encrypted 
means (Abstract; fig. 1 element 18: Disk Controller). Hsu does not explicitly teach steps 
wherein the compressing means compresses, or the encrypting means encrypts, data 
supplied in a format other than the first format from the input means, in accordance with 
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the first data format. However, Bouis does teach these steps (abstract, fig. 5, col. 2 lines 
27-35, col. 2 line 65 through col. 3 line 12, col. 6 lines 1-6). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate 
this feature of Bouis into the system of Hsu. It would have been desirable to do so since 
this would. allow data transfer from devices utilizing different data compression and 
encryption formats, thereby increasing the utility of the system. Motive to make the 
combination is found for example, in Bouis col. 2 lines 5-10 where the desirability of 
such format conversion is discussed. Hsu discusses a similar advantage in col. 1 lines 
25-33 where data transfer between different devices with different storage formats is 
discussed. 

As for claim 10, Hsu teaches the apparatus as set forth in Claim 9, but not 
wherein the compressing means compresses, or encrypting means encrypts, data 
supplied from the input means in different formats in one of a plurality of predetermined 
data formats, and utilizes a predetermined common compressing or encrypting format 
for outputting content data read from the content data storing means to a. 
predetermined apparatus. However, Bouis does teach these steps (abstract, fig. 5, col. 
2 lines 27-35, col. 2 line 65 through col. 3 line 12, col. 6 lines 1-6). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
incorporate this feature of Bouis into the system of Hsu. It would have been desirable to 
do so since this would allow data transfer from devices utilizing different data 
compression and encryption formats, thereby increasing the utility of the system. Motive 



Application/Control Number: 09/647,378 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2137 

to make the combination is found for example, in Bouis col. 2 lines 5-10 where the 
desirability of such format conversion is discussed. Hsu discusses a similar advantage 
in col. 1 lines 25-33 where data transfer between different devices with different storage 
formats is discussed. 

As for claim 14, the claim is directed towards a computer program stored in a 
memory medium, that when read out causes a processor to undertake the method 
steps set forth in claim 1 . Therefore claim 14 is rejected on the same basis as is claim 1 . 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 1-4, 20, 26 and 27 are allowed. 

1 0. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

The closest prior art in the field, Hsu and Bouis, do not teach the combination of 
features found in the independent claims, particularly including: 

• As for claim 1 , the first and second control means, where the first control means 
supplies an encryption program to the second control means, and the use of a 
comparison of a current hash and past hash of management information to authenticate 
content management information. Claims 2 and 3 are dependent on claim 1 and are 
thereby allowable on that basis. 
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As for claim 4, the independent process controller and program execution 
controller, where the program execution controller utilizes an encryption program 
supplied by the process controller, each carrying out the functions recited in the claim. 

As for claim 20, holding identification information of stored content data as a 
usage rule file, performing a computation with a hash function applied to the 
identification information, storing the result of the computation, and comparing the result 
of the computation with a past stored computation result to inhibit, when there is 
coincidence between the computation results, copy or move of the content data stored 
in the storage medium. 

As for claims 26 and 27, storing the content data received via the interface and 
encrypted with the communication key in correspondence with the encryption key 
encrypted with a save key. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul E. Callahan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3869. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 9 to 5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise, can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is: (571) 
273-8300. 
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